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From: Kurpius, Meredith

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Elaga. MichaelA

Subject: RE: CDF AQS ID

Date: Monday, June 10, 2013 2:49:53 PM
Thanks Karl!

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2013 1:29 PM

To: Kurpius, Meredith

Subject: Re: CDF AQS ID

Hi Meredith.

You're close: The site has always been 06-079-2007, but there are two different POCs that
should probably be combined. Originally, there was a TEOM there, and this was designated
POC 1. That instrument was removed mid-2010 and a BAM 1020 was installed in its place.
That's POC 2.

Let me know if you have other questions.
Karl

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring Unit
Air Pollution Control District

County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Kurpius, Meredith" <Kurpius.Meredith@epa.gov> wrote: -----
To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Kurpius, Meredith" <Kurpius.Meredith@epa.gov>

Date: 06/10/2013 12:48PM

Subject: CDF AQS ID

Hi Karl,

I am responding to a concerned citizen regarding PM10 level on the Nipomo Mesa and |
have a quick question: has this site always had the same AQS ID? | have a vague
recollection that it was moved and so there are two AQS sites that should be combined for
purposes of the DV. Is that right? If so, what are the two AQS IDs? Thanks!

-Meredith

Meredith Kurpius, PhD

Air Quality Analysis Office, Air Monitoring Team Lead
kurpius.meredith@epa.gov

415-947-4534 (p) | 415-947-3579 (f)

75 Hawthorne St., AIR-7, San Francisco, CA 94105
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From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

To: Elagg. MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:33:54 PM
Thanks Mike!

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, Michael A" <Flagg.Michael A@epa.gov>

Date: 01/22/2014 04:14PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov>, "Williams, Jennifer" <Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

| just ran the numbers and the combined design value for the CDF site for 2010-2012 is 2.0, which
is violating the NAAQS of 1.0.

Let me know if you have questions.

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: Flagg, MichaelA

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
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Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will let
you know the final number when | get through the calculation.

Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA
Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last 3
months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that year,
SO our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've been
running a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and something
like 2 in 2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably like 0, 3.1,
and 2.1 since we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the standard is to not
to be exceeded more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our understanding is

that we do not attain it for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org
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To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.

I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines both the TEOM and
BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.

Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P: 415.972.3372

E: Flagg.Michael A@epa.gov
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From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

To: Elagg. MichaelA
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:56:04 PM

either way, it's about the standard...

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, Michael A" <Flagg.Michael A@epa.gov>

Date: 01/22/2014 04:53PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov>, "Williams, Jennifer" <Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Actually, | rechecked my calculations and the DV should be 1.4

Sorry for the misinformation

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:34 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Mike!

Karl A Tupper
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Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 04:14PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

| just ran the numbers and the combined design value for the CDF site for 2010-2012 is 2.0,
which is violating the NAAQS of 1.0.

Let me know if you have questions.

Michael Flagg
EPA Region 9
Air Quality Analysis Office

P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: Flagg, MichaelA
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will
let you know the final number when | get through the calculation.
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Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last
3 months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that
year, so our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've
been running a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and
something like 2 in 2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably
like O, 3.1, and 2.1 since we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the
standard is to not to be exceeded more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our
understanding is that we do not attain it for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are
combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>
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Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.

I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines both the TEOM
and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.

Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P: 415.972.3372

E: Elagg.Michael A@epa.gov
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From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

To: Elagg. MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38:06 PM

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined then we'd be in violation
of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last 3 months, with a 3 month
gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that year, so our expected exceedences is somewhere between
1 and 2. Since then we've been running a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and
something like 2 in 2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably like 0, 3.1, and 2.1 since we
don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the standard is to not to be exceeded more than 3 times in any 3
year period, then our understanding is that we do not attain it for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, Michael A" <Flagg.Michael A@epa.gov>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov>, "Williams, Jennifer" <Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov>
Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.

I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines both the TEOM and
BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.

Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9
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Air Quality Analysis Office
P: 415.972.3372

E: Flagg.Michael A@epa.gov
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From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:15:00 PM

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.
| have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines both the
TEOM and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.
Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov
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From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: lallen@co.slo.ca.us

Subject: PM10 NAAQS Data Calculations
Date: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 5:35:00 PM
Larry,

Below are the relevant sections of the CFR that reference the calculation of the NAAQS and excepted
exceedances. Please let me know if you have any questions. Thanks!

40 CFR §50.6 National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for PMy .
(@) The level of the national primary and secondary 24-hour ambient air quality standards for

particulate matter is 150 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m? ), 24-hour average concentration. The
standards are attained when the expected number of days per calendar year with a 24-hour average
concentration above 150 pg/m? , as determined in accordance with appendix K to this part, is equal

to or less than one.

(b) [Reserved]

(c) For the purpose of determining attainment of the primary and secondary standards, particulate
matter shall be measured in the ambient air as PM; (particles with an aerodynamic diameter less
than or equal to a nominal 10 micrometers) by:

(1) A reference method based on appendix J and designated in accordance with part 53 of this
chapter, or

(2) An equivalent method designated in accordance with part 53 of this chapter.

Appendix K to Part 50—Interpretation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for
Particulate Matter

1.0 General

(b) Exceedance means a daily value that is above the level of the 24-hour standard after rounding to

the nearest 10 ug/m?3 (i.e., values ending in 5 or greater are to be rounded up).

Appendix K to Part 50—Interpretation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for
Particulate Matter

2.0 Attainment Determinations

2.1 24-Hour Primary and Secondary Standards

(a) Under 40 CFR 50.6(a) the 24-hour primary and secondary standards are attained when the
expected number of exceedances per year at each monitoring site is less than or equal to one. In the

simplest case, the number of expected exceedances at a site is determined by recording the number
of exceedances in each calendar year and then averaging them over the past 3 calendar years.
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Situations in which 3 years of data are not available and possible adjustments for unusual events or
trends are discussed in sections 2.3 and 2.4 of this appendix. Further, when data for a year are
incomplete, it is necessary to compute an estimated number of exceedances for that year by
adjusting the observed number of exceedances. This procedure, performed by calendar quarter, is
described in section 3.0 of this appendix. The expected number of exceedances is then estimated by
averaging the individual annual estimates for the past 3 years.

(b) The comparison with the allowable expected exceedance rate of one per year is made in terms of
a number rounded to the nearest tenth (fractional values equal to or greater than 0.05 are to be
rounded up; e.g., an exceedance rate of 1.05 would be rounded to 1.1, which is the lowest rate for

nonattainment).

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov






From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:52:00 PM

Actually, | rechecked my calculations and the DV should be 1.4
Sorry for the misinformation

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:34 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Mike!

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 04:14PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

| just ran the numbers and the combined design value for the CDF site for 2010-2012 is 2.0, which
is violating the NAAQS of 1.0.

Let me know if you have questions.

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov
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From: Flagg, MichaelA
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40 PM

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US
Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will let
you know the final number when | get through the calculation.

Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA
Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last 3
months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that year,
S0 our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've been
running a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and something
like 2 in 2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably like 0, 3.1,
and 2.1 since we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the standard is to not
to be exceeded more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our understanding is

that we do not attain it for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA™ <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----
To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>
Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM
Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
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<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>
Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.
I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines
both the TEOM and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.
Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P: 415.972.3372

E: Elagg.Michael A@epa.gov
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From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:14:00 PM

| just ran the numbers and the combined design value for the CDF site for 2010-2012 is 2.0, which is
violating the NAAQS of 1.0.

Let me know if you have questions.

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: Flagg, MichaelA

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will let
you know the final number when | get through the calculation.

Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last 3
months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that year, so
our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've been running
a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and something like 2 in
2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably like O, 3.1, and 2.1 since
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we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the standard is to not to be exceeded
more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our understanding is that we do not attain it
for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.
I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines
both the TEOM and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.
Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Elagg.Michael A@epa.gov

[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40:00 PM

Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will let
you know the final number when | get through the calculation.

Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last 3
months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that year, so
our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've been running
a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and something like 2 in
2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably like 0, 3.1, and 2.1 since
we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the standard is to not to be exceeded
more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our understanding is that we do not attain it
for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
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Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.
I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that combines
both the TEOM and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.
Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P: 415.972.3372

E: Elagg.Michael A@epa.gov

[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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From: Elagg. MichaelA

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:56:00 PM
Yup !

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372
E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:56 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

either way, it's about the standard...

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----
To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov>
Date: 01/22/2014 04:53PM
Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer

<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Actually, | rechecked my calculations and the DV should be 1.4
Sorry for the misinformation

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:34 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA
Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer




mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=96FD33B880664C968CDAFDC3C62488AB-MFLAGG

mailto:KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

http://www.slocleanair.org/

mailto:Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

mailto:KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

mailto:KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US

mailto:Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

mailto:Vallano.Dena@epa.gov

mailto:Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov

mailto:Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us



Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site
Thanks Mike!

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----
To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>

From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Elagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 04:14PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

| just ran the numbers and the combined design value for the CDF site for 2010-2012 is 2.0,
which is violating the NAAQS of 1.0.

Let me know if you have questions.

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov

From: Flagg, MichaelA
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:40 PM

To: KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US
Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer
Subject: RE: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Thanks Karl, that sounds consistent with what we are thinking as well.

| am taking a look at the data now and calculating a combined design value for 2010-2012. | will
let you know the final number when | get through the calculation.

Thanks again!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov
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From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:ktupper@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Flagg, MichaelA

Cc: Vallano, Dena; Williams, Jennifer

Subject: Re: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Not exactly, but we are under the impression that if TEOM and BAM data were combined
then we'd be in violation of the standard.

In 2010 we ran a TEOM at CDF for the first 6 months of the year and a BAM for the last
3 months, with a 3 month gap in the middle. We recorded 1 federal exceedence that
year, so our expected exceedences is somewhere between 1 and 2. Since then we've
been running a BAM at CDF, and recorded no exceedences in 2011, 3 in 2012, and
something like 2 in 2013. So the estimated exceedences for those years are probably
like O, 3.1, and 2.1 since we don't quite have 100% data completeness. So if the
standard is to not to be exceeded more than 3 times in any 3 year period, then our
understanding is that we do not attain it for 2010-2012 if BAM and TEOM data are
combined.

Karl A Tupper

Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo

ph: 805.781.5912

email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us

web: www.slocleanair.org

————— "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov> wrote: -----

To: "KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US" <KTUPPER@CO.SLO.CA.US>
From: "Flagg, MichaelA" <Flagg.MichaelA@epa.gov=>

Date: 01/22/2014 03:16PM

Cc: "Vallano, Dena" <Vallano.Dena@epa.gov=>, "Williams, Jennifer"
<Williams.Jennifer@epa.gov=>

Subject: PM10 Design Value for CDF Site

Hi Karl, hope you are doing well.
I have, hopefully, a quick question for you.

Have you calculated an expected exceedance design value for the CDF site that
combines both the TEOM and BAM data into a single record?

Let me know.
Thanks!

Michael Flagg

EPA Region 9

Air Quality Analysis Office
P:415.972.3372

E: Elagg.Michael A@epa.gov
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